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Liability of Master for Torts of his 
Servant. 


The law upon this subject has undergone | 


a marked change since in Kingston 7. 


(1685) Skin. 


Booth 
“If I com 
mand my servant to do what is lawful and he 
misbehaves himself, or do more, I shall not 


998 


it was said 


answer for my servant but for 
himself, for that other- 
wise it were in the power of every servant to 


my servant 


it was his own act, 


subject his master to what action or penalties | 


he pleased.” But, although some courts have 
reached a fairly satisfactory position upon the 
question, the great mass of the law upon this 
subject is a confused jumble of conflicting 


decisions based upon no satisfactory prin 


ciple, many of which sought to do justice | 


upon the facts presented while others seem to 
Lave had no other end in view than to save 
the master from a liability which justice re 
quired him to bear. 

Decisions have been made upon such reason 


ing as, “it is necessary to place the limit of | 
responsibility somewhere” so (for the purposes 


of the case in hand at least) it might as well 
be placed just short of holding the master 
liable. One court held that the liability 


will depend upon the extent of the departure 
from instructions. The decisions are full of 


distinctions which are not in fact distinctions, 


Comment. 


OF 


NTERESTING DecIsIons. 
Lawyers’ Reports, ANNOTATED. 


TES AND Facet. 


rE. 


1805. 


No. 12 


and it has been very difficult to know whether 


or not liability existed until the last 


court 
had passed upon the question. Recent cases 
have recognized the necessity for some rule 
upon the subject and have made fair progress 
There no 
any need to discuss the question raised by the 


} towards evolving one. is longer 
ibove quotation from Skinner, because it has 
been conclusively settled that the master shal! 
to some extent, at least, be responsible for the 
misbehavior of his servant 

There never has been any doubt that the 
| master was liable for wrongs which he di- 
be The un 


certainty hus been in regard to wrongs com- 


rectly commanded to done 
mitted by servants who had been engaged for 
the accomplishment of rightful act Some 


liability on the part ef the master has since 


Ss 


the very earliest times been generally rec 
ognized in this class of cases the only contlict 
having been as to the degree of liability 
But the discussion which results in 
| contlict is for the most part founded on wrong 

principles. 


such 


If a man undertakes to do work 
done 


lor to have it his benetit he 


owes 
| society the duty of exercising due care to see 
| that no harm shall come to third persons be- 
cause of such work 
If he undertakes to accomplish the work by 
| a servant his responsibility so far as the carry- 
ing on of that particular work is concerned 
is precisely the same as though he was doing 
| it himself, and he is liable whenever his duty 
ito third violated whether such 
violation is through negligence, wantonness, 


persons is 


or malice. Besides this duty of care as to the 
accomplishment of work he 
society the further duty of exercising some 


his owes to 
| care in selecting servants who will not abuse 
| the power or authority which has been in- 

trusted to him to the injury of third persons. 
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Due care in this regard will be measured 
as in other cases of negligence by the question 
of the risk involved, either by reason of the 
implements which the servant is to use or by 
reason of the character of authority com- 
mitted tohim. If the liability to abuse and 
the probability of harm from abuse are great 
due care almost requires either an insurance 
of the servants acts or performance of the 
work by the master himself. The responsi- 
bility in other cases may end with the exer- 
cise of rensonable care in the selection of the 
servant 

Disregarding therefore wrongs which the 
master expressly or impliedly commands 
with reference to which the liability is 
plainly based upon the maxim qui facit per 
alium facit per se the liability in that class of 
cases in which the injury is done in the ac- | 
complishment of the master’s business may | 
properly be placed upon the ground that not 
only the particular act but the work which a 
person does by another he does by himself and 
the question of his liability must be deter- 
mined as though he in fact was doing the 
work himself. On the other hand, the master’s 
liability in that class of cases in which the 
injury is committed by the servant while 
acting under color of the master’s authority, 
but not for the accomplishment of the master’s 
business will depend upon his neglect of duty 
towards the public. In the first class of cases 
he is absolutely bound to use due care that 
harm shall not come from the doing of his 
work, and he cannot escape responsibility by 
substituting another person in his place todo 
the work In the second class he is bound to 
use reasonable care to entrust his authority 
to such agents as will not abuse it to the in- 
jury of third persons. In the first class his 

iability does not de pe nd upon his personal 
negligence, in the second it does so depend. 

This rule is logical and just and will re 
move most of the conflict from the decisions. 
The master is not aggrieved by it because if 
his necessities require him to do his work by 
a servant the burden on him of selecting a 
trustworthy servant even to the extent of com- 
pelling the servant to give a bond is not 
nearly so great as the burden inflicted upon 
the community by his criminal indifference 
in committing delicate authority to utterly 
incompetent persons as is so often done. As 
soon as this rule is perceived the particular 
quality of the servant's act which has caused 
all the discussion and conflicting decisions 
becomes immaterial. When it is established 
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that the act was done by the servant in the 
capacity for which the master employed him 
then liability will exist either if it was done 
for the accomplishment of the master’s busi- 
ness or if it was an abuse of authority and the 
master was negligent in the selection of the 
servant. 

If the position is one which requires extreme 
care or self-control] on the part of the servant 
then extreme care must be used in his selec- 
tion, but if only a low order of service is 
required slight care on the part of the master 
will suffice. The authorities upon this sub- 
ject are collected and the conflict among the 
older cases as well as the gradual develop- 
ment of the better doctrine is shown in a note 
to Ritchie 7. Waller, 27 L. R. A. 161. 


Personal Liability of Judges. 

The public policy is so strong in favor of 
leaving the exercise of judicial authority free 
from any restraint or bias by reason of its 
possible effect on the judge himself that few 
if any persons will question the justice of 
the rule that denies personal liability for 
judicial acts within the jurisdiction of the 
court. But the question of liability for 
exceeding jurisdiction involves serious difti- 
culties. On the one hand it seems clear that 
un arbitrary exercise of power by a judge 
who has no jurisdiction whatever in the mat- 
ter ought to make him personally responsible. 
On the other hand, it is a hard rule to hold 
a judge personally liable for an honest at 
tempt to perform his duties if he merely errs 
in determining the extent of his authority. 
A late Iowa case denies the personal liability 
of a justice of the peace acting in good faith 
in the belief that he had jurisdiction in 
rendering judgment and issuing execution 
against a person who did not appear and who 
did not reside in, and was not served with 
process in, the territorial jurisdiction of the 
justice. Thompson ¢. Jackson, 27 L. R. A. 
92. The court expressly states that no juris- 
diction was acquired by the service, but does 
not discuss the question with respect to the 
utter failure to get any jurisdiction of the 
ease. It considers the case as parallel to that 
in which the judge of a superior court should 
decide that a defective service was sufficient, 
and then holds that the justice is entitled to 
the same protection that a judge of a superior 
court would have. The exact limit of the 
protection to judges ex¢ eeding their jurisdic- 
tion is difficult to fix. The annotation to 
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this case shows that in the very few decisions 
which have considered this phase of the sub 
ject courts have denied any protection to 
judges whether superior or inferior when ex- 
ercising usurped authority. As the United 
States Supreme Court says in Bradley 
Fisher, 80 U. S. 18 Wall. 335, 20 L. ed 
646: “Where there is clearly no jurisdiction 
over the subject-matter any authority exer- 
cised is a usurped authority, and for the ex- 
ercise of such authority when the want of 
jurisdiction is known to the judge no excuse 
is permissible.” The same doctrine is held 
in England. Thus in Houlden +. Smith, 14 
Q. B. 841, 19 L. J. Q. B. 170, it is decided 
that a judge of a court of record is answer 
able for an act done by his command when 
he has no jurisdiction and is not misinformed 
as to the facts on which jurisdiction depends. 
This rule was applied where a person living 
out of the territorial jurisdiction of a county 
court was committed for contempt in not 
obeying a summons from such court, and the 
judge was held liable. We do not quite see 
how to reconcile the Iowa case with these au- 
thorities. 


Headnotes in Law Reports. 


Few law reports have admirable headnotes. 
Some very valuable reports have very bad 
headnotes. A singular failure to understand 
the function or purpose of a headnote is often 
manifest. Some headnotes of standard reports 
consist of voluminous and tedious repetition 
of almost everything stated in the opinion, — 
facts, illustrations, argument, dicta and the 
points decided,—all jumbled together. Not 
infrequently the opinion itself can be ex 
amined far more quickly than the headnotes 
in searching for any point decided. In such 
cases it would be interesting to know what 
purpose the reporter intended his headnotes 
to serve. If a headnote states sharply, 
clearly, and concisely the exact points de 
cided, a quick glance at them is enough to 
show a searcher whether the case is one that 


touches his question or not If it doesn't. | 


he can pass on. If it does, he of course will 
go into the opinion. But even then he goes 
into it with a clear idea of the decision ready 
to understand the bearing of whatever he sees 
there as fast as he comes to it. In one of the 
standard reports of the country it is stated in 
the headnote that “a periodical madness seems 
to pervade every section of the country in the 


business of banking, leading necessarily to | 


Overissues and consequent depreciation 
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This is a fair sample of the work of an in 
competent or lazy reporter. The worst thing 
about headnotes of this kind is that the rub 
bish put into them very frequently consti 


tutes all there is of them. It is much more 


}common than any one would believe to find 


long cumbersome headnotes which utterly 
fail to state the most valuable points decided 
in the case. The illustrations, propositions 
stated in argument, and whatever else can be 
found in the form of a readable sentence, are 
cut out and transferred bodily for use as head 

notes, while the exact point decided, if the 
court has not taken pains to state it in a cat 

egorical form, is omitted. Sometimes a re 

porter has been pecuniarily interested in hav 

ing as many volumes of his reports as could 
be turned out; and the suggestion has some 

times been made that the substantial repeti 

tion of the opinion in the headnotes while 
rendering the latter worthless was done for 
the purpose of swelling the bulk of the mat 

ter and increasing the number of volumes 

But doubtless these deficiencies in the work 
of most reporters are due to a lack of clear per 

ception of what the work ought to be. We 
are glad to see that in some of the leading 
states the official reports have recently exhib 

ited a great improvement on the work of 
former reporters in this respect. But in sev 

eral other states the headnotes continue to be 
uniformly bad. This is sometimes the case 
in some of the states where the judges make 
the headnotes. It is not very rare for a judge 
who has written an admirable opinion to pre 

fix to it a headnote altogether unworthy of 
it. Yetsome judges write headnotes that are 
clear and free from surplusage without omit 

ing anything that ought to appear. Much of 
the slovenly work that has been done in mak 
ing headnotes for important cases would not 
have been done if the reporters had kept in 
mind the simple fact that the purpose of a 
headnote is to give sharply and clearly the 
points decided. A man who cannot distin 
guish between words and decisions is unfit 
for the work of a reporter. The main object 
of headnotes is indeed accomplished by giv 

ing a clear index of the points decided. But 
without unduly extending the length of 
these, or making them sufficiently bulky to 
defeat their purpose, they may be made to 
state as well as index the propositions de- 
cided. If headnotes to a cuse are not clear 
enough and brief enough so that a lawyer can 
get from them more quickly than from the 
opinion the points decided in the case they 


*}are merely rubbish, 
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REPORTS, 
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records 
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a composition I.) Effect on the composi- 

tion: (IT. 

contracts to 

tion: IV.) action for balance; (V 

oft part of the 
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congress: (V. 
ute; (VIL) as 


how affected by state stat- 
evidence of indebtedness; 


VIL.) exceptions to the general rule; 
VILL) English decisions 10! 

Justice of the peace; personal liability 
for exceeding jurisdiction 92 
Officers; right to inspect books of ge 
Personal liability of judge ge 

Parent and child; contract to transfer 
parental responsibility or authority i 
Patents; inspection of patent records a> 


Preferred stock. See CORPORATIONS. 

Records; right to inspect public records :— 
I.) Abstracters; (IIL. Ill.) record 
making or copying: (1V.) account books 
ot public officers; (a.) in general; (b.) toll 


Suits; 


books: (¢.) as to boundaries and titles; (V. 
as to title to office: (V1L.) liquor ravords; 
VIL.) patent records &2 
Special stock. See CORPORATIONS. 
Tolls; inspection of public toll books. &2 


The part containing any note indexed wil! be 
sent with Case and Comment for one year for one 
dollar, 
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Among the New Decisions. 


Master and Servant. 


Implied authority of a servant in cases of 
sudde n emergency to appoint another person 


to act master’s behalf is 
Twist [1895] 1 


owners Of an 


as servant in his 


held to exist in Gwilliam 


(. B. 557, so as to make the 
omnibus liable for injuries to one run over 
through the negligence of a person authorized 
to drive the omnibus home for such owners 
by the driver and conductor, upon the driv- 
er's being ordered to discontinue driving by 


a policeman who considered him drunk. 


False Arrest. 


The superintendent of a street railway is 
held in Central R. Co. ¢. Brewer (Md.), 27 


L. R 


ause the arrest of a passenger on the charge 


A. 63, to have no implied authority to 


of attempting to pay his fare in counterfeit 
The case seems hardly to agree with 
that of Palmeri Manhattan R. Co. (N 
Y.), 16 L. R. A. 136, in which a railroad 
company Was held liable for an attempt to 
arrest on a similar charge on procurement of 


a ticket agent, 


Corporations. 


The guaranty of dividends upon preferred 
is construed in the Massachusetts case 
of Field Lampson & G. Mfg. Co., 27 L 
R. A. 156, under a statute permitting a pay- 
ment of such guaranty cumulatively. lt is 
held that the guaranty gives no right to div- 
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idends except when there are net profits and 
hat equity will not compel the declaration 
f dividends where it is not clear that it 
would not be judicious to withhold them. 
In a note to the case this important subject 
f preferred, guaranteed, and interest-bear- 
ing stock in corporations is fully developed. 

The right of minority stockholders who 
maintain a successful suit to recover corpor- 
ate property, to compel reimbursement of 
their expenses including attorney's fees, is 
sustained in Grant Lookout Mountain Co 
(Tenn 27 L. R. A. 98. This is a question 
of considerable importance on which there is 


a conflict of authority 


Composition with Creditors. 


The mere fact of a secret agreement giv 
ing a pre ference to one creditor is held in 
the New York case of Hanover Nat. Bank 
Blake, 27 L. R. A. 33, not enough to avoid 
4 composition with creditors although the 
secret agreement is void The effect of such 
a secret agreement on compositions with cred 
itors is the subject of an extensive note to 
the cuse 

Partnership. 

The right of a partner to make copies of 
entries in the partnership books is held in 
Trego Hunt (¢ A 1895, 1 Ch. 462, to 
exist during the partnership even if it is 
done with the avowed object of using them 
fter the determiuation of the partnership to 
assist him to compete in business with the 


other partners. 
Warranty. 


The que stion of implied w uwranty is raised 
in the case of Talbot Paving Co. +. Gorman 
Mich.), 27 L. R. A. 96, which held that a 
contract for paving stone according to certain 


specifications does not imply a warranty 


Insurance. 


The period of one year from the date of 
the happening of an injury to which action 
is limited by an accident policy is held in 
McFarland Railway O. & E. Ace. Asso. 
(Wyo 27 L. R. A. 48, to be computable 
‘rom the time of death by accident and not 
from the time when the cause of action ul 
crues where this does not accrue until ninety 
days after proof of injury 

A provision on a slip of paper pasted on 
the face of an insurance policy and not con 
nected with the warranties therein, that a 
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watchman shall be constantly on the prem 
ises when the mill is not in operation, which 
is not done, dees not release the insurer from 
liability for a loss which is not due to the 
failure to keep the watchman. Hart ov. Ni- 
agara Fire Ins. Co. (Wash.), 27 L. R. A. 
86, 


Nuisance. 


The liability of a railroad company which 
takes a lease of a railroad for maintaining a 
nuisance by repairing and preserving an em 
bankment is the question presented in Phil- 
adelphia & R. R. Co. ¢. Smith (C. C. App. 
3d C.), 27 L. R. A. 151, in which case it was 
held that notice of damage and request to re- 
move must precede liability of the company 


Negligence. 


The maxim, res ipsa loguitur, or presump- 
tion of negligence, is held in Howser -¢. 
Cumberland & P. R. Co. (Md.), 27 L. R. 
A. 154, to apply to the falling of cross-ties 
from a railroad car, striking a person on a 
foot-path beside the roadbed but not on the 
right of way. 


Parental Responsibility. 


A novel case enforcing a contract to pay & 
pecuniary consideration for the privilege of 
taking a grandson and educating him is that 
of Enders ¢. Enders (Pa.), 27 L. R. A. 56, 
in which the contract was between the grand- 
father and the mother of the child, and was 
sustained against the objection that it was 
an attempt to shift the burden of parental 


‘obligation by sale of the child. No other 


case of collecting pecuniary consideration on 
such a contract seems to have been decided, 
but the annotation shows a large number of 
cases as to the validity of contracts transfer- 
ring parental responsibility or authority. 


Judgments. 


The rule that a judgment against an ad- 
ministrator has no binding force or effect in 
another state against another administrator 
of the same estate is enforced in Braithwaite 

Harvey (Mont.), 27 L. R. A. 101, with 
which case is an extensive note on the sub- 
ject of judgments of other states or countries 


against executors and administrators. 


Injunction affecting Government. 


The refusal of an injunction on the ground 
that it might injure the public interest is 
illustrated in Dashiell v. Grosvenor, 27 L. 
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Rm. A. 67, in which the United States Cir 
cuit Court of Appeals denied an injunction 
igainst the alleged infringement of a patent 

the manufacture of cannon in the navy 
yard, where the defendants were using the 


invention only on behalf of the United States, 


Court Records. 


right of a newspaper to obtain a copy 

» pr ceedings in a divorce case for pub 

m When the clerk of the court refuses 
furnish them is denied in Re Caswell 

t. I.), 27 L. R. A. 82, and a note to the 
case reviews the authorities on the right to 


inspect public records 


Fishing. 


A statute prohibiting the taking of fish, 
with certain exceptions, in any other man 
ner than by angling for them with hook and 
line is held in State Mrozinski (Minn.), 
27 L. R. A. 76, to be a constitutional exer 


cise of legislative power 


Copyright. 


A colored plate headed “supplement” ac- 
companying a newspaper and referred to as 
the illustration for the week is held in 
Comyns Hyde (1895), W. N. 9, to be a 
part of the newspaper for copyright purposes 


although not physically attached to it 


Names. 


The second initial of a name is held to be 


a material part of the name in State ¢. Hig 
gins (Minn 27 L. R. A. 74, which was a 
case of forgery by changing the middle in 
itial 

An interesting question as to the right of 
a person to use his own name in carrying on 
business is decided in Chas. 8S. Higgins Co 

Higgins Soap Co. (N. Y.) 27 L. R. A. 
42, It is held that the prior use of one's 
name by other persons in a similar business 
joes not destroy his right to use it, but that 


he cannot give such right to a corporation 


Mortmain. 


The English mortmain acts are held in 
Canterbury Corporatien Wyburn (J. C. 
(1885) A. C. 89 to be inapplicable to a will 


made in a colony giving money to be in 


vested in land in England for a charitable 


purps Se, 
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The Humorous Side. 


JoLLyY CoNvENIENT.—The Law Notes 
Eng.) says that a young woman of nineteen 
In a recent case was told by the judge that 
her plea of infancy was “not a meritorious 
one,” to which she promptly replied, “No, 
but its jolly convenient.’ 


He Qvuirrep His Optnton.—In the old 
English case of Nickson +. Broham, 10 
Mod. 109, which was in respect to the lia 
bility of a master for the loss of a note by 
the act of his servant whom he sent to col 
lect it, but who got the money on it from 
a third person instead, the report says 
“Parker, Chief Justice, who tried the cause 
was first of the opinion that it should fall 
upon B. because the servant acted directly 
contrary to his master’s orders > « weet 
one of the jury informing him that he took 
the prac tice to be otherwise (for that whether 
a servant, used to act upon the credit of the 
master, went against the orders of his master 
Was a fact that could not be known to a third 
person) he quitted his opinion, but directed 
the counsel] to move the court of King’s 
Bench, which was accordingly done.” The 
result was that the opinion of the juror which 
upset the chief justice prevailed in the 


King s Bench. 


Maxine Humpve.—In a recent Missouri 
case in which a female domestic claimed 
damages for an injurv received by the fall 
of a ladder which she was climbing to reach 
a pigeon loft, there was evidence that she 
said after the accident that she and another 
girl “had made humbug in the yard.” This 
was explained by other testimony to the ef 
fect that she “was making fun with Susan 
the other hired-girl) by putting her foot 
out, and while making fun made a false step 


and fell.” 


New Publications. 

Finch’s well-known Insurance Digest has 
just come to hand for the year 1894. It shows 
the steady growth of insurance law, all of 
which it presents every year. 

Volume 3 (supplementary) of the “Co-op.” 
Digest of the United States Supreme Court 
Reports, covering volumes 118-154, is just 
published. Many lawyers have been inquir- 
ing for it, but the work involved in the 
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preparation of the analyzed citations which 
accompany the table of cases has delayed 
publication. These show where any case 
decided by this great court has been cited by 
any Federal or any of the higher state courts 
during the past ten years, and also show the 
point to which the citation is made, and 
state whether the case was merely cited, or 
was distinguished, disapproved, or over 
ruled With the great table in vol. 2 which 
it supplements this carries the work of tab 
ulating citations far beyond anything ever 
before done 


<_ —"—= 


Personal. 


In the easy chair of the (rreen Bag, Irving 
Browne has the following tribute toa friend 
—*A Beautieut Lire.—The death of Judge 
Erskine, of Georgia, came with something 
of suddenness, although he was eighty-three 
years of age, and his strength had been 
gradually declining for a number of years. 
Few lives of public men have been so useful, 
so well rounded, so full of honors. Few men 
have had such a serene and cheerful old age. 
He had within himself the elements which 
enable a man to retire from life’s bustle and 
tread the declining path with contentment. 
His judicial career is familiar to the readers 
of this magazine and to the bar of this 
country. He was one of the few Federal 
officials who won the love and respect of the 
people of the South during the period of re 
construction, not by undue favoritism, but by 
even handed and high minded justice His 
portrait hangs in two court-rooms in Georgia. 
His declining years have been passed at At- 
lanta in the companionship of friends and 
books. There the beautiful old man sat and 
chatted and read and wrote and smoked; 
hearty but dignified; simple, but investing 
his manners with a touch of old-fashioned 
courtesy ; pure and warmhearted ; full of cul 
ture and familiar with the best literature 
with a humor that brightened intercourse and 
a vivacity that appealed to young as well as 
old. Among his latest occupations was the 
writing of some part of his autobiography, 
the first part of which the writer of these 
lines has read—a graphic picture of his toil 
some and adventurous youth, and of his life 
as a sailor and his miraculous preservation 
from death by shipwreck. It is to be hoped 
that this may be made public but it can 
hardly be possible that he completed the task. 
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For many years it has been one of the present 
writer's pleasantest privileges to correspond 
with this charming old man. One of the last 
letters that he could have written (dated Jan. 
11th),is now before us, which is characteris- 
tic of his fondness for the stage and of his 
wide reading. He says :— 

“*T was on pleasant and cordial terms with 
the late Edwin Booth for several years before 
his death. Some three or four years ago, in 
the month of November, he invited me to 
lunch with him at the Players’ Club, of 
which Iam amember. It was his 59th birth 

day. We sat alone. I was speaking of his 
Sir Giles Overreach, when something was 
said about literary felonies. 1 remarked that 
Bulwer’s line in Richelieu was a palpable 
theft. He said “Ah, my dear Judge! where 
did he get it?” I replied, “From Henry the 
Fourth of France. Bulwer’s line is this,” 
said I, ‘and you are the only man to give it 
Ihave heard Macready—you excel him there 
Here it is,” said Erskine ; “The pen is might 
ier than the sword.” Conchini (whom you 
know of) had been maltreated in the Court of 
Requests, which was an integrel part of the 
Parliament. Conchini went to the king and 
complained; to which the monarch replied 
(1 give the words from the second volume of 
my history of Henry the Great, p. 315): “Do 
not pretend to pick a quarrel with my parlia 

ment; the sword you carry, sir, is not so 
keen-edged as are the pens of those gentle. 
men. ”’ 

“Bartlett in his new Dictionary of Quota 
tions does not allude to this, although he 
gives Burton’s ‘The pen is worse than the 
Sword 

“It reminds the precent writer that his body 
is waxing old when he retlects that three of 
his four most intimate correspondents no 
longer address him—Charles James Folger, 
David Dudley Field, and John Erskine, men 
strong and wise, but as widely different in 
characteristics as men can be, save that 
they all loved books and scholarship. Many 
charmed hours have we spent in this good 
man’s company, and seldom have we found 
one so free from pretentiousness. Once we 
complimented him in entire good faith on his 
superb head of flowing white hair. ‘Man, 
it’s a wig!’ said he. But Judge Erskine's 
head was crowned with glory, because it was 
‘found in the way of righteousness.’ In 
one’s ever narrowing circle of friends, these 
old associates are sorely missed, ‘ sed seripte 
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